o

.

" servant does not belong to the latter, nothing does ; as to the

judges, their decisions may be carried to the SBupreme Coun,
and reversed or affirmed, as may be proper. And, so far as
the governor, I do not believe there was ever one yet
who could control the Territorial le[illnign ;anditisn poor
compliment to the enterprising and intelligent men who emi-
grate to these new regions to attribute to them such an in-
fluence. My confideace is equally in the people, whether
they live in a State or a Territory. <
And then on motion the Senate adjourned.

ments for the Territories of Oregon, California and New
Y promise bill did to purch
Clayton compromise bill did not propose to purchase
'l"uu,»-a ten of territory, and enough of it
south of 36° 30’ to form at least two additional States, which,
if permitted to remain in the State of Texas, would remain
slave 'territory, and which, if sdmitted into the Union from
the State of Texas, will inevitably be admitted us slave States.
But if we take them from under the constitution of Texas,
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*Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, my ohject is not g0 much
to discuss the particular merits of the amendment as it is to
notice an arti¢le relating to myself, and others who act with
me, which appeared in the * Union" of yesterday. I, with
others, @fn arraigned before the country as being opposed to
this bill, upon the simple ground of the particular provision
which it is ptoposed by the Benator from Mississippi to amend.
But I will read an extract of the article. It says :

“It is well known that the Clayton compromise reeeived
the votes of the strict State-rights ‘men from the South in the
Senate and in the House of Representatives ; that the mass of
Southern politicians, without distinction of party, voted
sgainst Mr. Stephens’s motion to lay it on the table ; that in
the House of Representatives but eight Southern men sustain- |
ed that motion—all of them Whigs—and that the South tully
und entirely ined ¢ mise, and d d those

and put them into a Territory subject to the Wilmot proviso,
we would enlarge the subject of contention, snd they will be
[ finally admitted ss free States. Here is a proposition, then,
| which did not exist in the Clayton compromise bill, of taking
| from under a slave conslitulion ten degrees of territory, and
| converting it o free soil. There was no such proposition
| a8 that in the Clayton compromise-bill. And what farther is
| there in this bill * True, the amount of money to he paid
| for converting this slave territory into free lerritory is left
| blank—ten or fifieen millions will, perhaps, be proposed. It
is, then, pmpundtamhlhopnphﬁlhlﬂoulh!uv tenor
fifteen millions—and to pay it for what purpose what
benefit 7 In order that this immense territory shall be taken
from them and converted into free te-ritory. Mr. Ritchie
can see nothing in all this; he cannot, for life, perceive
any difference between this bill and the Claylon compromise
bill.

Mr. Ritchie publishes an extract from the Clayton compro-

who sided the North in defiating it as traitors to her cause.
That promise was p 1 to its third mdqu‘m the Se- |
nute of the United States by the following vote. We usk par- |
ticular attention to the names recorded :

““The yeas were: Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, |
Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, |
Davis, of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, [
Hannegan, H , Hunter, Jol of Maryland, Johnson,
of Louiniana, Johnson, of Georgia, King, Lewis, .\inn?lm. |
Mason, l’befp-, Rusk, Sebastian, Sprusnce, Sturgeon, Tur-
ney, Westeott, and Yulee. g :

** Among the nays we sce the names of Messrs. Baldwin,
Corwin, lf-v‘u, ol Massachusetts, Dupnn. Dix, Hale, apdl'
Niles, the Van Buren Free-soiler. These men are consis- |
tent. How comes it, then; that Messrs. Borland, Butler, Da- |
vis, of .\Ii-ini?pi, Hunter, Mason, Turney, and Yulee vote |
with them now ? But we anticipate, and therefore we ask two |
other questions. They are—

“1. What pmpouilfom relative to slavery were these gen- |
temen voting for in 1848 ! and 3 :

2. What proposition relative to slavery is now pending ‘
before the Natuonal Legislature ?

*“ We will answer these questions by stating the provisions
touching slavery in the new Territories, embodied in the
Clayton compromise ; and then, hy stating the provisious
touching the same subject, embodied in the plan of adjustment

now belore Co 88.
* Looking to the Clayton comp , Which passed lhwuglh
the Semate by the vote we have given above, we find the fol- |

lowing provision relative to the Territorial Governments |
theremn established, to wit, that the legislative power of the ]
said Territories— =1 .

¢ ¢Shall have power to passany law for the administration |
 of justice In -i3° Territory which Il not be repugnant to |
‘ this act, or inconsistent with the laws and constitution of the |
¢ United States. But no law shall be passed respecting an |
¢ establishment of religion, or respecting slavery, or interfer-
* ing with the primary disposal of the soil ; and no tax shall
* be imposed upon the property of the United States; nor |
¢ ghall the lands or other property of non-residents be taxed |
¢ higher than the lands or other property of residents. All the |
¢ laws shall be submitted to the ss of the United States,
¢ and, if disapproved, shall be null and void.’

*Such is the Clayton compromise, as far as the slavery |
question is concérned, and for which the gentlemen whose |
names we have giten recorded their votes, about 8 o’clock A.
M. on Thursday, July the 27th, 1848,

| very” in the bill now under consideration.
to show that this is the only difference between the two pro-

[ the other “¢ on the subject of African slavery.”

mise bill, and then from the bill now under consideration.
The extract which he publishes from the Clayton compromise
bill, reads as follows :

#No law shall be pussed respecting the establishment of re-
ligion, or respecting slavery, or interfering with the primary
disposal of the public lands.”

He says that the only difference between the two bills is
the insertion of the word ¢¢ African” before the word ** sla-
He then goes on

itions.
Poﬁlllr. President, I propose to show that there are palpable
errors—to call them by no worse name—in this bill. The
only difference that Mr. Ritchie can perceive between the two
bills is that in one bill the Territorial Legislature was pro-
hibited from legislaling ** on the subject of slavery,” and in
On looking
at the Clayton compromise bill, a true copy of which I have
procured from the Secretary, I find that the provision is in
these words :

“ But no law shall be passed respecting the prohibition or
establishment ol African slavery.”

The Clayton compromise bill was reported in language
identical o that of the bill now under consideration. The
Benate, including myself among others, was dissatisfied with
this identical language, which Mr. Ritchie has fallen so deep-
ly in love with. A maluiiori:]y"uf the Senate, b:n'cnl: itzia-tl’hﬂv:;
with the language of that bill as reported, st out, sn
inserted '.'hl‘lul have just read to the Senate. Mr. Ritchie
did not then undertake to denounce the whole Senate for thus
smending the bill. He did not then perceive that the Senate
had done wrong. He did not then complain of the action of
the Senate ; but now, sir,che complains most lustily, and he
gives us what he calls a true record, when it turns out that
he Lias not examined the record, or, if he has examined it,
that he has given a false and untrue account of it.

Mr. Ritchie, at his own pleasure, assigns reasons for the
conduct of gentlemen who have acted with. me in opposition
to this bill. I would repeat that, so far as [ am individually

concerned, the reasons assigned by him are untrue, and have
not the semblance of truth to sustsin them. !
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi as a great im-

I consider the

‘* Let us now examune the provision touching slavery em- | provement of the bill ; but my vote shall not depend upon

kodied in l.he prop
ntlemen now op
ol.lnwl.’:?glying to Utah and New Mexico:
‘ory e it further enacted, That the legislative power
¢ of the Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects of legis-
¢ lation consistent with the constitution of the United States

d adjustment, which some of those same | the adoption of that amendment, because if it be rejected, and
with bitter vehemence, It reads as | gther important amendments be made, I shall vote for the bill.

But, sir, Mr. Ritchie proceeds in bis article and says :
“This is history, for it is derived from the publie records;

and yet, strange to say, some of the gentlemen who, less than

two years ago, sustained the Clayton compromise, and de-
nounced before their Southern constituencies those who de-
feated that compromise, are now moving heaven and earth to
defeat an adjustment, giving, as their principal reason, a

¢ and the provisions of this act; but no law shall be passed |
¢ interfering with the primary disposal of the soil, nor in re-
¢ apect to .;ﬁican slaverv ; no tax shall be imposed upon the

¢ property of the United States ; nor shall the lands or other |
¢ property of non-residents be taxed higher than the lands or |

| clause identical with the similar clause of the Clayton compro-

hige.

Takin

: I these things into consideration, what are we
¢ other property of residents, All the laws passed by the le- Wal-slit - ali th f s
: Eilhli\‘t: aiu{nbl; and governor shall be i:uhrnir.ted 1o the | ¥ ”"‘“1‘ ? d he friends f the 8 mp’su:’:lh "H:‘t"xm tnve
* Congress of the United States, and, if disapproved, shall be | ©Xpressiy told its enemies irom the ? 7

* null and of no effect.’

** Now, we usk our readers to compare this provision with
that we have quoted from the Clayton compromise of 1848,
and tell us the difference between them, so far as the question
of slavery is concerned. We have compared them carefully,
for the purpose of detecting any diserepancy ; and after ma-

ture deliberation we can see nothing, except that the Cla u:.r: : ;,""aﬂ_ Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the lead of Colonel

compromise forbids the passage of uny law * respecting slav
y," while the proposed adjustment forbids the passage of any |
law “in respect to JAfrican slavery.,' We must confess it re-
quires better eyes, or worse than ours, to see any real differ-
ence between the two provisions.”

willing to strike out the feature touching slavery, which some
gentlemen from the South (who had voted for the same fea-
| ture in the Clayton compromise) ob;
| were willing to remove their new-found objections, by ad-

mitting Mr, Pratt’s amendmeat. But even that has not proved
| satisfactory. [t s all a mystery—all a mystery—sohich arrays

ected to, and that the

Southern State-rights men in the Senate side by side with

Henton, and arrays Southern State-rights men in the House
of Representatives by the side of Root, Wentworth, Wilmot,
| and Horace Mann, under the lead of Joshua R. Giddings, **

8ir, it is not true, eilher that we are atlemptiog to move

1 propose to show that thss allegation is palpably untrue. 1 heaven and earth. We are not so vain, or so wicked as to

In fact, =0 far as the reason of my opposilion is concerned, I
assert it to be positively untrue. Although I am in favor of
the amendment proposed by the honorable Senator from Mis-
sissippi, yet if that amendment should fail, and other impor-
tant amendments be made, I will give my vote for the bill,
however important I regard the amendment of the Senator
from Mississippi. r

The editor of the Union places himself before the country
as & sort of high-priest of the Democratic party, and proposes
to read out of it certain members of that party because they
choose not to obey his dictation and commands ; because they
choose to think and act for themselves ; because they choose
to represent their constituents and not represent Mr. Ritchie.
In that article he has printed the vote on what is called the
Clayton compromise bill, which passed this body two years
ago, and very correctly places my vote in favor of its passsge.
And ke then propounds the interrogatory, ** What is there
in this bill in relation to the great question of slavery that
was not in the bill for which these gentlemen voted two years
ago """ He then goes on, and atlempts to show that the two
bille are precisely the same, and that there is in fact bat the
difference of one word, acedrding to hizarconnt, He pro-
fesses to give an account from the record, which I shall show
beore T have dviee o e palpably untrue. What are the
d.fferences, then, in point of fact between this batl‘ and the
one for which I voted, the * Clayton ¢ompromise bill,” two
years ago ! Why, sir, that was exclusively a Territorial bill.
This is aTerritorial bill and a State bill—a bill o admit a State
as well as to provide governments for the Territories. The |
former was nothing more nor less than a Territorial bill ; and |
its only provision was to create Territorial Governments for
the Territories of Oregon, California, and New Mexico.
That bill was founded, in my judgment, upon the non-inter-
ference doctrine fully and completely, and prevented the Ter- |
riterial Government from legislating upon the subject of ex-
cluding slavery from the Territories, leaving the rights of the
Southern people dependant upon the constitutional laws, of
the United States, upon which we were then and are now
perfectly willing to risk our rights. If we have no constitu.
tional rights, there is no usein saying any thing about the

attempt either.

How Mr. Ritchie should ascertain that I
was opposed to the bill, is a matter wholly unknown to me.
Certainly I made no speech here against it ; certainly [ have
not heretofore expressed my opposition to it, in the course of
this debate. I have never before opened my mouth in rela-
tion to the subject, except in relation to the report of the
Committee of Thirteen, which constitutes no part of the bill.
Yet Mr. Ritchie assumes to sssign for my opposition a
reason which I repudiated, and which I shall show to be
untrue. The article then proceeds to say, ¢ taking all these
things into consideration, what are we to think "’ I think it
is a pretty hard question to answer, what we are to think,

| when we look to the gross misrepresentations and false record

presented to the country, of the reasons assumed by him for
others, which reasons are not true. I think, sir, we might
well exclaim in hiz own languege, ““that in view of all these
things, what are we to think *’ [Laughter.] He then goes
ontosay: ]

““Itis all a mystery—all 4 mystery, which arrays Southern
States-rights men in the Senate side by side with Messrs,
Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the lead of Col, Benton,

Well, Mr. President, I should regard it as a very great
mystery if I were to be thus arrayed. Mr. Ritchie seems
to have forgotten that *‘ those who live in glass houses ought
not ta thiow stones.” Where does he stand * Where is he
now 0 ha found 7 Where is he who arraigns me and others
for the company in which we find ayrnelves ' Why, sir, he
is not side by eide with the Jistinguished Senator from Ken-
tucky, (Mr. Crav,) and the distinguished Senator fom Mas-
sachusetts, (Mr. Wxnsten,) for they would not let him
stand there, but he is attempting to hang on to their coat-
tails. [Laughter.] He has forgotten his old position. He

|'bas left his old friends. He, too, is found in strange compa-

ny, and advocating and supporting strange dectrines. Be-
fore, therefore, he undertakes to reprimand others he had
better look a little at home, and see how he stands in rela-
tion to his own course. But, sir, if | am to be found at all
with the company here mentioned, it will be only in a single
and solitary vote’; and, after that vote shall have been given,
we shall stand as wide apart as the poles. How long is it

the party oot blindly s measure
which their judgments condemn. How this moatter ’
What is the relative strength of the bill with the Southern
Democracy

There are certainly eleven opposed to it. And while there
are eleven sgainst and five for the position of Mr. Ritchie he
undertakes to denounce the eleven, and read them out of the

Mbgr FOOTE. Wil the:honorable Senator allow me for a
moment ?

Mr, TURNEY. Certainly.

Mr. FOOTE. If I understand their pasition, not one of
the honorable Senators from the South, to whom allusion has
been made, has declared himself to be to this
measure. They were all very particuler in declaring that if
certain amendments were made they would favor the measure.
I ngw beg leave to say to the honorable SBenstor that, so far
u‘*m concerned, I am in favor of amendments, and have
been from the beginning of this controversy down to the pre-
sent moment. If reasonsble amendments be made, | hope
there will not be the least difference between the different
Democratic Senators from the South on this measure. If the
honorable Senator from Louisiana (Mr. SBourz) was correctly
understood the other day, he was very far from being opposed
to this measure folo ceelo, but declared himself to be in favor
of it if certain amendments were made. [ do not believe that
there is one man on this side of the house who will not sup-
port this measurg in the event of such amendments being
made as will render it acceptable to all.

Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, I really do not see the
point of the explanation, neither can I conceive why it was
necessary to interrupt me in order to make the explanation. I
was speaking of Mr. Ritchie's article against me and others.

Mr. FOOTE. Did you not speak of Senators from the

South ’

Mr. TURNEY. I spoke of Seaators from the South with
& view only to show the number for and agueinst the bill, and
I repeated at least half a dozen times that [ would be satis-
fied with the bill if certain amendments be made. [ have
gone further. I have gone on to show that, even if this
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Davis) be
rejected, yet if other important amendments be made I shall
vote for the bill. I want to know who are the friends of the
bill and who are not. When we speak of a bill, we speak not
of a bill as it may be amended, but as it is on the table. I
would say that there is not a man in America who would op-
pose this bill if it should be so amended as tosuit his con-
veniences and views ; not one. When I speak of this biil, I
speak of it as it is, not of it as it may be amended or changed,
for then it may become an entire new bill.

Mr. FOOTE. 1 amsorry to be under the neeessity of in-
terrupting the honorable gentlemen sgain. Does the honora-
ble Senator from Tennessee wish to be undemtood as declar-
ing that, in his opinion, any friend of this bill has o
reasonable amendments’ Does he not know, does not the
country know, that the honorable chairman of the committee
of thirteen, in the beginning, and ever since, has offered no
opposition to ressonable amendmerits ! Has not the honora-
ble Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass) seid the same ! Have
we not all said the same precisely ? Have not those us who
are in favor of the measure expected that modifications would
be made! Several, including myself, have declared their
determination, at a seasonable time, to offer amendments > T
understand, then, from the indications around me, that there
will be no opposition to the bill, of an inflexible character, if
it be properly amended. i
Mr. TURNEY. I do not know exactly what the Senator
means by inflexitle opposition. I really do not know how to
discuss the meriis of a bill not before us. I will not discuss
the merits of thebill as it may be after it shall have been
amended, but as t is now. How are we to discuss what the
hill will be after i shall have been amended, when we do not
know how it wil he amended ! I was not speaking of the
conduct of Senatos at all. 1 was speaking of the course of
this high priest, o1 rather of this man who would be high-
priest of the Demmeratic party. He seems to speak, or as-
sumes to speak, byauthority ; and that suthority is that no
amendment will bemade. He has denounced us because we
want smendments t¢ thisbill. Weare denounced because we
will not vote for thitbill unless it be amended, not because we
are not in favor of pesing some bill. 'Weare denounced be-
cause we do not take this bill as it is, as it comes from the
hands of the commitee. That is what we are denounced
for. It was to that pint, and to that point alome, that I was
calling the attentionof the Senato and of the country. I
am anxious to vote fo the settlement and adjustment of the
whole question, and an anxious to vote for this bill, if it be
amended so as to makeit acceptable to me. I have written let-
ters home to this effect. I have gone so far as to express the
hope that amendmentswould te made which would enable
me, and all other true men of the South, to give this bill our
hearty support. Ihave :xpressed this hope in letters to my
constituents. I did not -harge any one here with a desire to
defeat amendments. [ m willing to believe, and hope, that
a majority will be found n favor of placing the bill in a ehape

duty of all patriols o co-o] and unite. That is the
opinion, I well know, of Mr. Ritchie. He attempts to read
no man out of the party in connexion with this
measure. He does not trest it as a party measure. He would
scorn to speak upon it as a measure. He locks upon it
a8 a greal measure of and adjustment, in which
all patriots, wherever located or however associated politically,
are bound to unite, and in support of which the whole coun-
try, with slight and most lamentable exceptions, concurs.

Mr. TURNEY. I have only toinquire, that if Mr. Ritchie
does not regard it as a party measure, why does he denounce

only the Democratic Senators who oppese it, whilst he makes
no comment on the course of other gentlemen who do not
support the measure * [ think the SBenator from Mississippi
cannot have read the article,

Mr. FOOTE. 1 have read the whole of the article, and I
beg leave to say That the Senator’s course in reference to this mat-
ter appears o me to be somewhatinconsistent, He first charges
Mr. Ritchie with seing the advocate and the editorial cham-
pion of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crax,)
whose party position is perfectly well known to be adverse to
that of Mr. Ritchie ; and, after so doing, he slleges that Mr,
Ritchie is endeavoring to read gentlemen out of the Demo-
cratic party because they do not su this measure, This
charge of not being a true and loyal Democrat, because of not
following the’ lead of the most distinguished Whig in the
Union, appears to my apprehension to involve something like
a gross confusion of 1deas. This whaole notion is founded in
an error.  Mr. Ritchie does not recognise the measure before
us 85 a party measure, and has so over and over declared ; but
as a great messure far above all mere considerations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Kixg,) called the
Senator to order for irrelevancy.

Mr. FOOTE. 1 simply wish to defend my venerable edi-
torial friend, who has been very unkindly assailed. I sm not
going into the merits of the controversy between Mr. Ritchie
and these gentlemen. No doubt Mr. Ritchie is perfectly pre-
pared to meet them upon all the points involved, in s manner
entirely satisfactory to the country ; but 1 did not feel at lib-
erty to remain entirely silent whilst a violent ssssult was be-
ing made upon the sensibility and character of a man whose
wisdom, patriotism, inflexible regard for prineiple, and a
thousand high moral qualities, had, in earlier and purer times,
secured to him the friendship and esteem of such men as Jef-
ferson, Madison, and other great and good men, now no
longer upon earth, and who, 1 venture to predict, will descend
to posterity as one worthy to be honestly remembered, when
all the accusations of the present time shall have been disre-
garded and forgotten. To illustrate what I am now saying,
and to show how little danger thereis of Mr. Ritchie's suffering
serious detriment from the decrial now in progress, I will violate
in some degree the secresy of private intercourse, and mention
that Ihave learned within a few days past that the present distin-
guished Governor of the Old Dominion was, not long since,
heard to say that he regarded the present position of the vene-
rable editor of the Union as one of more honor than any which
he has ever heretofore held ; and I know that a similar eenti-
ment is most widely entertained by many of the most renown-
ed statesmen and patriots to be found in the Republic. Sus-
tained, confided in, and defended by such friends, he need
dread no assailment that is threatened here or elsewhere, whe-
ther by speech or pen.

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated the discussion to be
out of order.

M:r. TURNEY. If Mr. Ritchie does not regard this as a
party measure, I repeat, why does he denounce only the Demo-
crats who are opposed to it 7 There is not a word £aid aguinst
other Senators. Not a whisper. I do not care what Mr.
Ritchie's character may be. He may stand very high with
the Governor of Virginia, but it is nevertheless very certain
that he has given a fa'se account of the record. I have taken
occasion to speak of these matters here in vindication of my-
self. It was my right, and I chose to exercise that right.
Mr. WALKER suggested whether it would not be in order
to refer the matter relating to Mr. Ritchie to the Committee

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury,

win, Davis, of Massachusetts, Dayton, of W’iu'umi
Dr:fln. Felch, Greene, Hals, Hamils, Millr, Nocris 5o
ward, Shields, Smith, U Walker, Whitcomb—21,

L

NAYS—Mesars. Atchison, ger, Bell, Benton, Berrien,
Borland, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis,
of Min%uippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, botm,
Foote, Houston, Huater, Jones, K.ing,ul.nﬂlm, Mason, Mor-
ton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, 8 ce, Stur-
geon, Turney, Underwood, Webster, Yulee—36,

Bo the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now re-
curs on the metion to strike out the words ** nor establishing
nor prohibiting African slavery.”

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. Dove-
Las, to strike out the words *“nor establishing nor prohibit-
ing African slavery ;" and it resulted as follows :

YEAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay,
Cooper, Corwin, Dickiamnrrl}odge, of lowa, lu‘, Feleﬁ,
Greene, Hamlin, Jones, hiillcr, Norris, Seward, Shields,
Su on, Underwood, Upham—21,

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton,
Berrien, Borland, Bright, Butler, Clemens, Davis, of Mis-
sissippi, Dawson, Dodge, of Wisconsin, Downs, Foote, Hale,
Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, l;me.
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Spruance, Turney, Walker,
Webster, Whitcomb, and Yulee—.

Mr. WALKER. I believe my amendment will- now be
in order. I now move to amend the bill in the tenth section,
by adding after the word *‘slavery” the following words :
“* And that peon slavery is forever abolivhed and prohibited.”

Mr. HALE. [ moveto amend thatamendment by striking
out the word *“ peon.” [Lavghter.]

Mr. WALKER. We have just voted on a proposition in
regard to Aftican slavery, and it has been rejected. There
is a species of slavery there which I think ought to be abol-
ished, and against which none bas been more eloguent in his
declamation than the honorable Senator from Louisiana. It
18 in regard to this species of slavery that I propose my amend-
ment, and I hope it will be sdopted.

Mr. BENTON, The amendment is well founded and
deserves the attention of the Senate. With the view of
showing this I will read from an ordinance passed at Monte-
rey in relation to peonage :

“‘That no person whatever shall from henceforth hire or
take into his service any Indian without & certificate from the
former employer of that Indian stating that the said employer
has no claims on the services of that Indian for wages ad-
vanced,” ?

It is still strongerin the Spanish, the word amo, which is
tanslated *“ employer,” corresponding with our words ¢ mas-
ter, owner, or proprietor.” The ordinance in another clayse
thea goes on to say :

 Any person taking into his employment any Indian with-
out such certificate, and advancing any money or property to
the said Indian, shall forfeit any money or property so advane.
ed; and if it should be proved that any Indian has gcen enti
away from the service of his master, the person convicted o
having so enticed him shall be liable to a fine not exceeding
twenty dollars nor less than five dollars.”

This ordinance was issued at Monterey on the 1Lth of
January, 1847. The word **slavery,” which is in the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, Ido not think
is technically correct. I would suggest that the word *¢ servi-
tude” would be more technically correct.

Mr. WALKER. I accept the suggestion of the Senator
from Missouri. ‘

Mr. PRATT. 1t occurs to me, Mr. President, that we

on Printing ! [Laughter.]

Mr. WHITCOMB then addressed the Senate for an hour.
Mr. DICKINSON. I have but a word to say. It has
seemed to me from the beginning that an undue consequence

have no legislative power to interfere with this subject.
Slavery either exists there or it does not. This peonage, to
which the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin was in-
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Mr. MASON. Mr. President, 1 am charged with
contractors for the
printing of the two Houses of Congress.
petition, and it sets ‘::1& i:‘l:mlb
tractor lo continue pul printing upon the
g T e o e
from him that the committee have some time since '
sub'ect of the condition of the public pri before
and that their deliberations resulted in the resolutions'
by them to the Senate some time since, to which an -
Those resolutions, "in substance, recommerd that the
tract under which the public rhllin; is now executed uhm
Benate has not yet acted upon those resolutions. Th object
of the petitioner in presenting this memorial to C . 28
its consideration the fact that it will be out of his
continue the public printing 0| the terms of
tition, to discharge the duties which he
will be disabled from doing it, in order that the Senste may
per.  He hasexpressed in the petition and in conversation with
me extreme reluctance to discontinue the public printing, as it
desires to lay before that body the reasons why be is disabled
from fulfilling his contract, and to ask the consideration of
Mr. M. then read the material paris of the following. &
. . Tia 8
tion : ik gl
of the United States.
The undersigned buep‘feave most res ¥ to represent
printing under the joint act of the two houses of Co gress,
_the third day ot August, eighmn;nuﬁre; and
orty-six,
which he might command, and th the
es, and uthef means at the E‘nio?gﬂle:’ vhe:.thm:.\l:;r uh: :

THE PUBLIC PRINTING.
petition of Wm. A. Belt, one of the
I ha
head of the ttee on Printing, (Mr. Borcany
printing
ment was offeretl by the chairman of the committes himself,
be abrogated upon terms set forth
he informs me, is to bring to the attentiun of the Senate for
contract, and that with every as stated in
take such action on the subject as the Benate may deem pro-
might be considered disrespectful towards the Senate, and he
the subject, and that a proper remedy may be
Ta the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives
that he became the contractor for certain classes of the publie
‘Before entering into the contract, he considered the means -
been executed.

Those means were supposed to be fully adequate to the une
dertaking, and he is yet convineed I.Ilst}: tlndllr ordinary cir- -
cumstances, the contractor would have been able to execute the -
contract to the entire satisfaction of by a prompt de~
livery ofall the work which was stipulated to be performed.
He is prepared to show, by unquestionable evidence, that
every endeavor has been made to execute the contract fith= -
fully ; and that the public wark has never been executed bet= -
ter, if so well, and never more promptly, than duriog the pre=
sent session, notwithstanding the extraordinary impediments
to which the work has been subjected. Of these facts he
speaks with undoubting confidence. |
He admits that there has been an apparent delay in the exe-
cation of the work; but it has ariser from causes altogether
beyond the control of the contractor. With as large an office
and as ample materials as have ever been heretofore employed -
to execute the public printing; with as extensive arrange-
ments for press work, and for obtaining paper, ss were thought
sufficient to do the work in good manner and in good time,.
the contractor hus been prevented from delivering the public
documents as rapidly as was anxiously desired, through a con-
eurrence of causes over which he could exercise no control.
First among these causes was the loss of more than three
weeks before the manuseripts were reeeived, owing to the
want of grganizstion in the lgun-e of Representatives ; second~
ly, the great variety of the documents ; thirdly, their unosual
1EHF!|1 ; fourthly, the unprecedented number of extra copies
:i’:-’:rl? were o;de.red to re ga;rgsg, (of the t;_vo volumes of Execn-
Rpers, lor example, 28,000 copies; of theTreasury Report

83,000 ;) filthly, the loss of four or five weeks in nd:i hhfdﬁni
after they were printed, a thing which has never been done
before ; sixthly, the detention of engravi Con,
sured, in the most earnest manner, that these ave the causes
which have kept back the work, and not any sinister design,
as has been insinuated, to effeet any selfish object.

It is most respectfully stated to'your honorable bodies, that
the contract is & losing and almost & ruinousione ; that several

s is ag-

in the resolutions, but the '

has been given to the section under consideration, and to both
the amendments proposed to it. I do not favor the original
section, which prohibits legislation in respect to African sla-
very, and lhllr volte to strile it out, but I shall vote for the
bill if it is retained, because I deem the measure of so much
consequence that I will not be turned from its support by de-
tails of minor importance of which I do not approve. The
Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Dav1s,) notwithstanding the
bill authorizes the Territorial Legislature to act upon all
“ rightful subjects of legislation,” believes that certain po-
lice legislation, which he thinks may become necessary, may,
by a strict construction of the section, be prohibited, and has
proposed an smendthent providing that nothing contained in
that section shall be construed to prevent proper legislation
for the protection of every species of property there, or which
may be carried there in conformity with the constitution and
laws of the United States. I suppose this amendment can-
=ot be necessary under any view of the case, since rightful

to make it acceptable to the Southern people ; but wheiher | subjects of legislation are provided for; but the Senator

tended to apply, was servitude existing by virtue of the con-
tract of the individuals. Here, then, is this servitude exist-
ing by the recognised law of that country. Now, what right
has Congress to interfere with the vested rights of these peo-
ple, and say that those rights shall not exist which are guaran-
tied by the treaty between this country and Mexico ?
But, sir, if this amendment is passed, if slavery or servi-
tude, either in the peon or the negro, is abolished there, it
must include the obligation on the part of this Government to
y the debt for which that servitude was pledged, or the va-
ue of the African slave, if that species of slavery is to be
abolished, I do, therefore, hope that this disposition to offer
amendment afier amendment, for the purpose of testing the
same queslion sgain and again, will be resisted by the Se-
nate, and that they will be voted down.
Mr. DAYTON. I feel the full force of the remarks which
have just fallen from my friend from Maryland, and it seems
to me that they should arrest the attention of the Senate. It
appears to me that we are proposing to interfere with vested

thousands of dollars have already been sunk, and that, even if
the contractor had the most effective means to go on with the
work, the contract is caleulated to involve him in serious loss;
therefore, with every confidence: in the justice of Congress, he
appeals to them for relief.
ad the terms of the contraet been more liberal, the con-
tractor would have been enmbled to obtain additionsl force,
material, and press power to enable him to exeeute promptly
even the unprecedented amount of work which was ordered.
But, as his cuntract was a losing one, it was not in his pow=
er to make more extensive arrangements, and he thought he
was discharging his'whole duty, under the circumstances, in"
executing his work as well and more rapidly than it had ever
been executed by others, under more favorable terms and
more propitious circumstances.  He was forced. besides,
to keep in his employment a large number of hands for
& -considerable period of time, without having any
thing for them to do, because of the delay in organizing the
House of Representatives. And the contingent fund of both
Houses being exhausted, he could not obtain compensation ac-
cording to the stipulations of his contract for his work as it

rights, so far as I have any knowledge of this system of

was delivered ; and he was thereby forced to obtain means at

the friends of the bill wil permit it to be so amerded, time | thinks it is, and I see no particular harm in it except that
alone will show. What, let me ask, is the great bone of | it makes provision for cases already sufiiciently provided for.
contention ?  What do the Souttern people desire >—I mean | The Senator from Ohio (Mr. Cuase) then, to guard against
those of them that act with me, aisl entertain my opinions. | any inference which may be drawn from the amendment of
Is there any man in the South, to be found any where, callhima | the Senator from Mississippi authorizing slavery, proposes to
Calhounist, call him a disunionist, or ny other opprobrious | add a further proviso, that nothing therein contained shall be
term, if youchoose—I challenge Mr. Ritcrie, and others who | construed to authorize slavery, &c. This is not, as has been
take his position, to point me to a solitary mn who acts with | supposed by sume, the ordinance of 1787 over again, but merely
me, who demands for the South any more than the constitution | rebuts sany inference authorizing slavery which the Senator

matter, as [ have no hopes of any justice at the hands of the | since Mr. Ritchie was rallying and fighting under the banner
Nor:h. “Butif we have constitutional rights, we desire that | of the SBenator from Missouri, (Mr. Bextox ') How.long
they should be protected and given to us. The Clayton | since he abandoned his company ! How long since he com-
compromise bill did this. It stood upon the non-intervention | menced denouncing him? How long has it been discovered
doctrine. It provided a speedy remedy for the adjustment of | to be unpardonable to be found in company with the Senator
the question whether slavery should or should not exist in from Missouri, (Mr. Bextox?) Very recently, 1 take
the Territories. That bill left the matter to the Supreme | it; for I have heard that Mr. Ritchie would not publish, until
Court, and thus every right given by the constitution was | very recently, extracts from papers in .\!uwu;i disapproving
completely secured to the South. | of the course of the Senator from Missouri. Nothing of the

How is it in relation tothe bill now before us ?  For I pro- | kind could ever find its way into Mr. Ritchie’s paper until
pose to respond very briefly to the interrogatory put by the | very recently, when he found it was expedient to denounce
would-be high priest of the Democratic party. How does | that Senator ; and, since that time, he has even denounced
this bill stand? Why, sir, there is a provision for the | others if they gave a solitary vote with him. x Does he not
admission of a State into the Union, and that State, too, | know that Mr. BexTox approves every word in this bill, and
containing the identical territory to which the Clayton bill gave | would support every provision of the bill if presented s sepa-
a Territorial Government, and embracing all the territory | rate measures, and that be only objects because they are

which I regard to be of much consequence or importance, |
with a provision prohibiting slavery within the limits of that
Biate. But if that were all, the bill would not be so very |
objectionable. But, further, what is the measure into the
support of which Mr. Ritchie tries to whip the Democractic
party in this body. ‘This bill includes territory enough |
within the limits of the proposed State of California to |
constitute at the lowest calculation three States, one or |
two of them south ¢f the Missouri compromise line, 36% 30/, |
And this, too, when it is proposed that this State of Cali-
fornie, with this immense boundary, shall be admittel not for
the purpose of its remaining one State, for no man contem-
plates’any such thing. None believe that California is to re- |
main for sll time to come one Btate, with such immense
limite. The friende of the bill contemplate no such thing.
The chairman of the committee that reported this bill has
prociaimed to the*Senate, and to the country, that at a eubse-
quent period, whenever it may be deemed necessary, other
Siates may be admitted from the State of California. In the
mean time the constitution of thot State is to answer the im-
portant purpose of the Wilmot proviso to the surplus terri-
tory within that State. That constitution is to probibit
slavery, and make it perfectly certainlthat whatever States
may be formed out of Califurnia, they will come into the
I'nion a= free States ; for it j# provided by the constitution of
the United States that po State shall be divided into two or
more States without the assent of said Stste. It would then
require the assent of both States—tbat is, of the people form-
ing the new Siate to be admitted from California as well as
of the people of the State of California. The State of
California would never give her consent to forming a slave
State out of her territory, after she hersell had been admitted
at a free State, I take it, then, that so far as the admusion
of California is concerned, with her present boundaries, it
is nothing less than the Wilmot proviso in ite most etfective,
and therefore most odious and offensive form.  Offensive, be-
cause, buing 1nthe forn of a State, we cannol test its constitu-
tonality, as we could and would do if applied to a Territorial
wovernment, and yet the effect, if not the exclusive ol ject, is
o exclude slavery from territory heresfier to be admitted as a
=uw'e or Btates  There is, then, some d:fference between the

Cleyton eompromise bill, and that now befure ue, called by
M1 Richie * the sdjus'ment,”
The Clavton compromise bill left Texas the enjorment of

ber rightful beundanes, It only proposed to provide govern:

blended in one bill > So that, in substance and measures,
Mr. Ritchie is acting with Col. Brxtox, while I, for the
sake of principle, am fighting them both. He denounces me
for voling with Col. BexTon.

In relation to those other gentlemen enumerated here with
whom it is alleged I stand side by side, I deny it; I repudiate
them. [ have one declaration to make to Mr. Ritchie and to
the country, aud [ hope that my constituents will read it and
ponder over it, and if it is unworthy of their representative
they will repudiate me. T stand here to advocate and defend
their rights, and in the examination of great measures and
great principles, I am not to be induced to vote in a particu-
lar way because that would bring me in company with par-
ticular gentlemen. I am not one of those who would vote
againgt a bill because certain other gentlemen chose to vote
for it. I would rather act with Batan himself, and be right,
then act with the best man that ever lived and be wrong. [
shall examine all measures submitted for my action in this
body on their own merits, and I shall cast my vote according
to my judgment of the merits of every measure, without look-
ing to see who votes for it or who votes againstit. Mr.
Ritchie may not be able to appreciate this, or he may think
the people of the couniry o remarkably stupid and ignorant
that they can be rallied for or against a measure on account of
the men who vote for or against it. Sir, he is mistaken. He
underrates the intelligence of the prople, who look at these
measures for themselves. The people will form their opin-
1ons for themselves ; and no matter who votes for or against,
they will never lail to use every effort to prevent the passage
of an obnoxious or unjust law, or to secure the passage of a
beneficial and just one.

Mr. President, I have now answered the main points in
the charge of Mr. Riichie against me and others, and have
answered them traly, st all events. [ am willing to go before
the country with my response. [ would say here that this is
the only mode by which any thing favoring the position which
[ and those who act with me occupy can ga to the country.
In other worde, the only mode by which any thing n oppo-
sition 1o this measure can reach the people is by a speech de-
livered on this floor.  Every press, excepting the Republic—
anl that, | believe, stands neutral vn this question—every
jress, or the two prominent presses, are ool in favor of this
menasure.  All three were in favor of it at one time. This
paper of Mr. Rit:hie particularly Liae beerme very warm and

, z2slous for ity and has even denounced Soutkern Democrats

guaranties.
more than equality with the people of the North * Haas any
Southern man pro to exclude the Northern people from
migrating to the Territories > Has any such idea as thatbeen
advanced or advocated by the Bouthern people ! No, sir;
far from it. All they ask, and all they ever have asked, is
their constitutional rights ; that they shall be permitted to en-
ter the Territories with their property, upon an equal footing
and with equal rights with their brethren of the free States,
This is all they ask. They ask no more than that. And
any body who supposes that the South will submit to any
thing less, greatly underestimates the people of the South,
They claim to be freemen, and they claim that the constitu-
tion was as much made for them as for the people of the
North,

But Mr. Ritchie says that the integrity and nationality of
e Democratic party must be preserved, and it can only be
preserved by a total sacrifice of all these rights of the Bouth-
ern people. And because I, for one, will not agree to this
sacrifice, does he hold me up and denounce me.

Now, [ ask what Senators mean when they talk to you of
extreme South and of extreme Southern men? Will gentle-
men point me to any unressonable demand made by South-
ernmen ' The constitation of the country makes them equal
to the North, and they would be degraded and disgraced,
were they to consent to be any thing less. I hope they will
never consent to surrender any portion of their constitutional
rights.

Mr. Ritchie has taken occasion, also, to denounce the Mis-
souri compromise line. He denounces it, and denounces all
those who advocate it. Why, sir, Mr. Ritchie has gone for
north of 36° 30'¢himself. Reduce California to the line of
36° 30'; run the line through Texas; compensate Texas
for whatever you may purchase of her territory ; and then
organize Territorial Governments founded upon the non-in-
tervention doctrine, and [ will vote for the bill. Will we
gain nothing by that’ We know that we will gain at least
two Southern States in Texas. There will be no dispute in
relation to that. If that part of the territory of Texas remain
under a slave constitution, be kept under it, it will come
into the Union ns & slave State. We know Lbat, and we
know further, from the signs of the times, that if this part of
the territory of Texas be taken from her, and put under the
territorial form of government, it is destined to come into the
Union as a free State. There is the power to accomplish it.
If the Bouthern boundary of California be reduced to the line
of 36° 30, territory enough will be left south of that line to
form one State at least, with an equal chance of making it a
slave State, which is all that the South can ssk or demand.
There is not a Southern man who would demand to the letter
the constitutional rights of ihe South. I defy Mr. Ritchie, I
defy any one else, to designate a solitary man in the South
who demands his full share of constitutional right. If the
South were to demand that, they would not enly demand that
the Wilmot proviso should not be spread over the Territories,
but they would require that any obstruction, any difficulties,
growing out of any doubt in relation to the laws of Mexico,
ought to be removed at once, and that the right to
slaves into the Territories should be recognised by this Gov-
ernment. They would do this, if they demanded all their
constitutional rights as equal citizens of this Union, T un-
dertake to eay, therefore, that Mr. Ritchie has no right to
read two thirds of the Democratic party of the South out of
that party for differing with him, and for maintaining the
rights of the South. 1 believe that the Democratic party are
governed by democratic republican doctrines. We might
have a right to turn Mr. Ritchie out, but he has none to ex-
pel vs. I ghall, therefore, still regard myself as belonging to
the Democratic party, and shall continue to act with it, re-
gardless of Mr. Ritchie. 1 will conclude, by saying that I
hope and trust the time is not far distant when there will bea
press in the city of Washington that will do some little jus-
tice to the people of the South, and will appeal to the coun-
try in their behalf.

Mr. FOOTE. 1 donot rise to address the Senate at any
length, as I am exceedingly anxious that we should proceed
to the vote without delay ; nor shall [ enter at all into the
general merits of the pending controversy. But | feel bound
1o say a few words in vindication of Mr. Ritchie, who is, as
we all know, so eminently able to defend himself as 1o most
of the allegations which have been made agsinst him. |
will say to the Senator from Tennessee, in response to one
of the last of his remarks, that he need be under no appre-
hension of being read out of the Democratic party by Mr.
Ritchie. Mr. Riichie has never undertaken to do it, or thought
of doing it. The honorable Senator has made a great mis-
take in regard 1o the character of the messure before this bod y.
It happens not te be a parfy measure at all. It chences 1o be
a measure sbove perty, and in relation to which it is the

Is there any man that demands for the South | thinks may be drawn from the amendment of the Senator from

Mississippi. As, however, no such authority is there or can be
put there, by construction, there can be no provision necessary
to rebut such umption. Besides, as this is a proviso to
a proviso, if the amendment of the Senator from Missis-
sippi contains objectionable or doubtful phraseology, it should
be corrected directly, by changing the language of the amend-
ment, and not by explaining it by a further proviso. ' If I
thought the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi could
possibly be construed as is supposed, I would vote to change
it, but I am sure it cannot, and that no amendment is re-
cessary, y
Now, sir, | wish to say, once for all, that it is not my in-
tention, either directly or indirectly, to favor by voice or vote
the extension of slavery or the resiriction of slavery, in the
Territories, by Congrees, or any interference with the subject
whatsoever. Nor am I influenced in this conclusion by the
local laws of the Territory in question, either natural or arti-
ficial—the laws of nature or the laws of man ; and, for all
the purposes of present action, I will not inquire what they
are in either respect. I will stand upon the true principles
of non-intervention, in the broadest poesible sense, for non-
intervention’s sake, to uphold the fundamental principles of
freedom, and for no other reason, and will leave the people
of the Territories and of the States to such rights and privi-

peonage. Now, sir, I think that whatever we may do as to
the future, we should let the present siand. If it is in order
now to move to amend the smendment of the Senator from
Wisconsin, I will move to amend it by adding after the words
¢ peon slavery,” the words ** growing out of or connected
with any future contract.” I propose that as an amendment,
and, if it should be agreed to, the whole amendment can be
voted down, if it be deemed necessary.

Mr. WALKER. Ido not know what the Senator from
Maryland intended to imply by Senators moving the same
question sgain and again, butI can assure him that my mo-
tive was not to reach the question of African slavery under
this guise. I assure the Benator and the country that I had
no such intention whatever.

One other observation. As I understand peon service it is
a kind of a modified form of imprisonment for debt. Now,
we know that the Congress of the United States has heretofore
abolished the system of imprisonment for debt. In the case
of these peons they are obliged to work for a certain master,
to whom they are confined, and imprisonment for debt is only
being confined to cerfain limits, Congress has already ex-
ercised jurisdiction in abolishing imprisonment for debt, and
as we are now legislating for a Territory under a doctrine
which has already been decided, I think we may clearly ex-
ercisa this power. However, I am willing to defer to the
opinions of those who are more enlightened on this subject
than I am.

On motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate then adjourned.

heavy cost from other sourges, in order to enable him to fulfil
his undertaking. These facts are urged by the undersigned,
in the full belief that your honoﬁhﬂ(}ditl will regard them
as ample and satisfactory reasons why the contractor did not,
and could not, employ additional means to execute the public
printing with more rnpidit{.
The undersigned begs leave further to state, that when it
was nmmineg that the work ordered by Congress was greater
than the means at his disposal would allow him to execute,
with that promptness which the public interests demanded, and
when he perceived that the circumstances already detailed
made it impossible for him to procure additional force, mate-
rial, and press power, he promptly informed the honorable
chairman of the Senate’s committee on public printing (who
had most liberally addressed him on the lubjut[ of the situa-
tion in which he was placed; and he put it within the power
of the committee to abrogate the contract, and make whatever
arrangements might be deemed necessary to promote the pub=-
lic interests,
Having done that, the contractor has been led to believe,
from time to time, by certain movements made in the Senate,
that some new arrangement would be effected by Congress, and
he has therefore delayed until the present time addressing your
honorable bodies. i
But, as no definite movement hasbeen made in either House
of Congress, and as the pressure upon him is now becoming
| every cay and greater, he thinks it due to Congress,
as well as to himself, to give them notice in time to make the
necessary arrangements, before he may be compelled to sus«,
pend his labors with the publie lprinting now on his hands.
He prays, therefore, with ull respect, that Congress would
be pleased to grant an inquiry before the joint, committee of
the two Houses, (as the contract is made under lioint resolu-
tion, ) to ascertain how the contract has been fulfilled, and how
the work has been done ; and to see what pelief may be given
to the centractor, and what arrangements may be made for car-
rying on the Congressional printing with more expedition than
ever.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

WEeDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 1850,
On motion of Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, the House re-

leges as are theirs under the constitution and laws of the | solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the
United States, without addition to or diminution from such | Union, (Mr. Born, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed
rights by the action of Congress. the wnsiflerggjon of the message of l_he President transmitting
The question was then taken by yeas and nays on the | the constitution of the State of Califorria.
amendment 'of Mr, Crase, and resulted as follows : _Mr. JONES, (Mr. Duxnan, who was entitled to the floor
YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Clark, | yielding, ) said that he did not intend to attempt to make a
Cooper, Corwin, Davis, of Massachusetts, Hon. Dug&e. ot | speech upon this subject or the pending question. He pro-
Wisconsin, Douglss, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, | posed at this time to offer a proposition, or to give notice of
Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Upham, Wal- | what he would offer when it should be in order, which would
ker, Webster, and Whiteomb—25, i clearly and definitely indicate his position in regard to this
NAYS—Messrs. Atehison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, | yomentous question. He desired o seitlement, whether it
Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson, | | 400 ffoce 1o make or unmake great men or aspi rante, and
Dickinson, Dodge, of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, | . bisd t6 el dh g di un.ctespld t
o i, e, Sision, Moo, Py Frt, ok, | Tsbd 10 Tsors psce sadbaiony 1  drcted courey.
e i —30. > p
e i Mispion e i conein, (Mr. Dory,) the following bill. If it was not in

80 the amendment was not agreed to. : e £ ¥
T . order, he would give notice that he would offer it when it
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question now re- nhoul,d be in order, It was simifar to the bill reported by Mr.

:;.mi on the amendment offered by the Senator from Miesis- Crav, in the Senate, to admit Californis and o form Ter-
PRY ritorial Governments for Utah and New Mexico.

cause of com,
the contract, he might also allege that he would have been un=
able to obtain, until the deficieney bill lately passed, any pn{—
ment for the several jobs, as they were finished off, agreeably
to another stipulation in the eontract.

and but one job has been done under that
amount due for that job under the contract the contractor has
deducted netr‘ly two-thirds. Yet, it jour honorable bodies

The yeas and nays haviog been demanded, and ordered on
this amendment, resulted as follows :
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler,
Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson,
Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason,
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Turney, and
Underwood—235,

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Cass,
g.hue. Cll;r'ke, Cl’ ‘r, l}orwiunb‘];()‘svi!. of l&lnn;huml::

ton, y O "isconsing, , of Towa

Felch, anfg.' Hale, Hamlin,” Jones, Miller, l\forr)?:,'&-
ward, Shields, Smith, § nee, Sturgeon, Upham, Walker,
Webster, and Whiteomb—30.

80 the amendment was not agreed to.

Mr. SEWARD. Inow submit the following amend-
ment, to be inserted at the thirty-eighth section :

¢ Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than
by convietion for crime, shall ever be allowed in either of said
Territories of Utah and New Mexico.”

The question on the amendment of Mr. Sewanp was taken
by ‘geu and maye, and resulted as follows :

EAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Cluarke,
Cooper, Corwin, Davis, of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge, of
Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller,
Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Uphum, Whitcomb, Walker

NAYS—DMessrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien,
Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Mississippi, Dawson,
Dickinson, Uod‘a. of lowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter,
Jones, King, Mangum, Mason,: Morton, Pearce, Pratt,
Rusk, Sebastian, Soule, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Under-
wood, Webster, Yulee—33.. a

So the amendment was not agreed to.

Mr. BERRIEN. 1 move to strike out in the sixth line of
the tenth section the words ‘““in respect to,” and insert the
words ** establishing or prohibiting.” The seetion will then
read :

“But no law law shall be passed interfering with the pri-
mary disposal of the soil, nor establishing or prohibiting Alvi-
can slavery.”

The question, being taken on the mmendment of Mr. Ben-
riex, resulted as follows :

YEAS=Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland,
Butler, Clay, Clemens, Davis, of Miss., Dawson, Dickinson,
Downs, Foote, Heouston, Hunter, Jones, King, Maungum,
Mason, Morton, Pearce, Praut, Rusk, Sebastian, Soule,
Spruanee, Sturgeon, Turney, Webster, Yulee—30,

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Brad bury, Bright, Cass,

His proposition was to strike out of the bill of the Senate,
in sections ten and twenty-seven, (these sections being similar
to each other, defining the legislative powers of the Terri-
tories of Utah and New Mexico, ) in the following paragraph,
the words ** nor in respect to African slavery:”

* But no law shall be passed interfering with the

disposal of the soil, nor in respeet to African slavery.
He also proposed to strike out, in that part of the bill in

relation to the claim of Texas to New Mexico, in the para-

graph defining the boundary of Texas as ** beginning at the

¢point on the Rio del Norte, commonly called El Paso, and

¢ running up that river twenty miles, measured by a straight

“line thereon,” the words ** commonly called El Paso, and

running up that river twenty miles; measured by a straight

line thereon,” and insert in licu thereof the words **where

the 34th degree of north latitude crosses said river.””

He proposed, also, to add to the sixth section (whm_h pro-
vides that if the *¢State of Texas shall refuse or decline to
¢ accede te the preceding articles they shall become null and

* void, and the United States shall be remitted back to all their
¢ territorial rights in the same state and condition as if these
¢ srticles of compact had never been tendered to the accept-
¢ ance of the State of Texas") the following proviso :

** Provided, That nothing 1o this act conta ned shall be so
construed as in any manner to impair the right of the State of
Texas to all the 1o tory as claimed by her, in the event that
the terms proposed o said State of Texas should not be
accepted,” : )

He said that he would merely remark, in presenting this,
that in his opiniun it was the only practicgble proposition that
was now or had been befure Congress. He would, as an
alterna‘ive, take the Missouri compromise ; but would prefer
this to that. He believed at this time to advocate the Mis-
souri compromise was (o oppose the settlement of this agi-
tatir.g question.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment was not now
in order,there being previrus amendments pending.

Mr. DUNHAM then took the floor, and occupied his hour
in a speech on the sabject of slavery.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, also spoke an hour in re-
ply to a speech of Mr. WixTunde, made some time snce,
and also on the re:ponsibilily of the Whig party for the an-
nexation of Texas,

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, and Mr. HOAGLAND, each
spoke an hour, and then the House adjourned.

Joimay

Exclusively of the large portion of the public printing which

has been completed, there is still a lu'gan;]mtity on hand, and

among these jobs is the 22d volume of the Executive Docu-
ments, which is much advanced, and the Patent Office report,
which is now in the process of being stereotyped.
The contractor begs leave, in the most respectful manner, to
remind your honorable bodies, that, evenif there had been just
int against him, in relation to the execution of

f the contract isa losing one, except one clause—
e bee . 'uhuul:—und for the

Every

would grant him more reasonable terms than the contract calls-
for, on the immense mass of work which has been executed,
and is now going on, he would most cheerfully throw this job
in, and mFenit according to the terms which Congress in its
wisdom and justice would think fit to allow.

The contraetor is perfectly vilﬂn&to share the large mass
of printing which is now on hand with any other office which
may be designated by {our honorable bodies, on the terms
which such office may be willing to receive ; or, if this be not
satisfactory, the undersigned is willing that the work may be
laced at the dil{:nl ot your honorable bodies, so that such &

imiionh!mnj I given toit, witholin reference to the con=
tract, ast ie interests ma aire.

o ’"ﬂnu.mm M. BELT.
Wasnixaton, Juse 4, 1850,

Mr. MASON. Whatever may be thought of the reasons
given by the contractor for being thus disabled from comply-

ing with his contract, the fact remains that it is unquestiona-

bly necessary that some meassures should be taken in rela-

tion to the public prinlinl.

Mr. DAYTON. Who is the contraetor !

Mr. MABON. William E. Belt.

Mr. DAYTON. Who are hia suretics ? -

Mr. MASON. Thomas Ritchie is one, and I thick Thos.

Gireen is the other. [ take it for granted, from conversations
which I have had with Thomas Ritchie, although I am not
authorized to say so, that he is substantially the contractor.

I was about eaying that it is indiepensably necessary that.
some steps should be taken in relation to the pubiic printing. I
confess that, for my part, with every disposition to hold con-
tractors to the fuifilment of the contracts into which they

have voluntarily entered, still, from the examinaiion which E
have made into the matter, at the instance of the contractor,

and from conversations | have had with bim, [ am satisfied
that, under the present contrac!, he not only receives no re-
muneration for his werk, but sustains constant and daily loss:
in ite execution.

There is another sulject to which I would revert very
briefly in reference to this contractor, and it is this: I ex-
amined the contract yesterday with great care, and though §
have no practical knowledge of printing that would enable me
to form an opinion as to where the contractor wpnld gain and
where he would lose in the performance of this work, yet I
entertain the strongest belief, and I think such is the opinion
of the honorable Senator at the hesd of the Commitiee on
Printing, who is thoroughly informed upon this subject, that
on the greater portion a heavy loss must be sustained in its
execution. I am informed that there has been but one single

document printed by order of Congress during the nt
session vpon which an unusually large profit was made, and

i - M T i

B o e S T




